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Interview Summary 



Application No. 

09/846,795 
Examiner 

Asok K. Sarkar 



Applicant(s) 

LINN ETAL 



Art Unit 

2829 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) Asok K. Sarkar . ^ 

(2) Scott Landbem (4) 

Date of Interview: 13 August 2002 . 

Type: a)E Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)Q applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)fj Yes e)§ No 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 24-48 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: . 



Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)|EI N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
Th^hI ' ° r 3ny 0t U 6r comm , e /] ts: , The Applicant's representative discu ssed differences between the instant invent,™ 
and the pnmary reference of Henley used for non-final rejection. Th e doctrine of "nmduct bv Process" was discussed 
The Applica nt will file amended claims as response in due time. ' 

(A fuller description if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
a owab e, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 



i)El It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview^ box 

checked). 



IS 



Unless the paragraph above has been checked, THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION 
MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office 
action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A 
STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview requirements on 
reverse side or on attached sheet. 




EL SHERRY 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2800 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 



Examiner's signature, if required 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTO-413(Rev. 03- 98) 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 8. 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 
Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of interview Must be Made of Record 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) 



««y»WJoraBO««..»i W ,to.or mMM* Ir. aJSSSSSSi SSJJSSSSSSSf °" " e ™»«" ™<»™ « »» No «le«on Mil M paid to 



.^.mirS^ 

wfticti bear fM, on the queetlon ol petenHbi ™ °*" m ™' s respons.brlty 10 see that such a record r» mad, ,„d , 0 cored material ir.cour.dee 

substance of an interview is completely recorded in ah Examinere X^dlrwr^^ separate^e^ew Where the 

-n^SSSS 

circumstances dMe. the R™ ,h»ld be mailed promptly , ffr the kft£*. ratoeTSnZ "„e ^^^ifciSrtcata''™ 8 "" " ' """" 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" ^S?IIf^ her f agre ! men * was : eached and if so - a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be bv 

Note:Agreeme*^^ 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items- 
1 A brief descnption of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted applicable items. 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4> !5£S2S2^^ ° f 3 SUbStantiVS " atUre diSCUSSe * unless «~ « a'-adv described on the 

5) a bnef identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arauments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the p^SSS^^^toST 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant ma? desire to ^Xsto «fd fa? 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner ) em P nasi2e and Mly 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

?) iheTxaminer.' 9e " eral reSU " S " 0UtC ° me ° f *" WB ' VteW a,ready deSCribed in the lnterview Summaf y F °™ completed by 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview If the record k nnt rnmnbia =„h 
accurate, the exam.ner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to corrZll rS ' C ° mP ' ete a " d 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 



2 



